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Duane C. Helmberger, PE ﬁ%O
Deputy Director

Ernvironmental Flamning Division

Department of the fir Force

Fegional Civil Engineer-Central Region

1114 Commerce Street

Dallas, Texas 795242

Dear Mr. Helmberger:

The Region V Office of the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
(USEFA) has reviewed the Installation Restoration Program (IRF)

Stage 2 Draft Work FPlan for the Scott Air Force Base (AFR) located near
East St. Louwis, Illinois.

As you are aware, sources of waste at Scott AFR include industrial sdubsd
operations (shops), waste storage areas, fuels management, spills and leaks,
pesticide use, and fire protection training. Eight sites were

identified for contamination confirmation studies. They include the

base landfill, two fuel facility spill sites, a fuel tank sludge

weathering lagoon, three fire protection training areaso (FFTA s), and

an old dental clinic. Contamination of concern at thg@% sites are
primarily petroleum hydrocarbons, but contaminants at'tHe land+fill

include paint, pesticides, possible FCB's and assorted drums of

unknown contents. The old dental clinic is a possible souwce for

mercury contamination.

Surface drainage from the facility is intercepted by a series of

ditches which discharge into Silver and Ash Creeks, and by the creeks
themselves. Waste water is collected at_a central facility and
discharged, after treatment, under an;.:,tp_‘iléé

As part of the Domestic and Water Supply Well Inventory, the wells
should be sampled and current depths to water recorded. Water table

v data from these wells should be consolidated with that from monitoring
wells installed during the study to provide a—péiekw=e current

subsurface flow patterns, instead of patterns in existence at the time
of well installation. Contined to do?

The Work Flan states that, because of the proximity of FPTA #2 to the
landfill,; the two will be considered as one site for the purpose of
well placement. 0f the four wells detailed in this section to monitor
FFTA #2, only two wells appear to be close enough to give ground water
data representative of that site, and neither of these wells is
located in the assumed down—gradient direction (southeast). Because
these two sites are located over the mos}JarD}ific ground water supply
in the area (Silver Creek Alluvium),qj'f b g well should be installed
outheast FETA #2 to determine iT contaminants are migrating toward

South Ditch, which drains to Silver| Creek.

hetkov av not

In terms of waste classification; the landfill which has waste
dizposed in i1t by the trench and fill method can be classified as a
Class SW20, or industrial process water and waste disposal well, since
it is wider (in one dimension) than it is long., and disposes of waste

water treatment sludge. (§[< A”“ﬁs,ﬂ« whore J;;ed ”L/uw/ s %151 éfeq/

S Jl.m /J /¥ 62 [ Aa/zez{ d/ogue w g {a JJ-{;W /n‘\on l—t\j ‘7



For &he Facility 8550 Spill Site, private well number 17 (fig. 3-11)
is gq close to this %1te that it should be sampled for petroleum

hydrocarbons. .ﬁ,g 6;,@.3 e \(w‘.,( _4,.\“ TS ,_Lw lasels wanld we c.m-c.n.MmJ

For the Facility 1965 Spill Sitey; if, as the study assumes, ground
water flow in the suwficial deposits is to the southeast, at least one
well should be installed along that orientation from this site.

Figure 3-3 has none located there.

Thank you for the opportunity to review the document. If you have any

questions concerning ow comments, please contact MST—AmI—B+ﬁmBEFg\D¥
my staff at (312) SB6-FF4E o (ETEy—BE6&~734 Uao Bro gemin.

%5s- o ~oell ok BE-IPS
Sincerely yours,

William D. Franz, Chief
Environmental Review Branch
Flanning and Management Division
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Duane C. Helmberger, FE
Deputy Director
Environmental Flanning Division
Department of the Air Force
Regional Civil Engineer-Central Region _
1114 Commerce Street a

Dallas, Texas 75242
Dear M. Helmberger:

The Region V Office of the U.S5. Environmental Frotection Agency
(USEFA) has reviewed the Installation Restoration Program (IRF)
Stage & Draftt Work Flam for the Scott Air Force Base (AFR) located
near East St. Louis, Illinois. ‘ a_f .

As you are aware, souwrces of waste at Scott AFBE include industrial
operations ShepsY. waste storage areas, fuels management, spills
and leaks of hydrocarbons , pesticide use, and fire protection
training. Eight sites were identified for contamination
confirmation studies. They include the base landfill, two fuel
facility spill sites, a fuel tank sludge weathering lagoon, three
fire protection training areas (FFTA’s), and an old dental clinic.
Contamination of concern at these sites are primarily petroleum
hydrocarbons, but contaminants at the landfill include paint,
pesticides, possible ?Cﬂ)g and assorted drums of unknown contents.
The old dental cliniclis a possible source for mercury

contamination. Po\yc\f\\of?v\ul-l@\ 57’ ?@b\-éu ?

Suwface drainage from the facility is. 1ﬂtPFCPpth by a series of
ditches which discharge irnto Silver and ceks, and by the
ocreeks themselves. Wastaawdter 1s collected at a central
facility and discharged, after treatment, under an Mational
Follutant Discharge Elimination System (NFDES) permity P
W YolA .S\v\o..«.\A inclvde Lhg

As part of the ﬂnmeqtlc and &Gf@r %upply Hell Inventory. the wells
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subsurface flow patterns, instead of fpatterns in existence at the
/s time of well installation. 3 (cj»w.,\d wale studie,

The Work Plan states that, because of the proximity of FFTA #2 to uem%k Lm
the landfill., the two will be copsidered as one site for the ggpPrand '2ﬁ°WA@
purpose of well placement. OF Ltheldfour wells ‘ F

/,Eggf?an to monitorgFRTA #5, ponly two wells appear to be close enough '%MM
to give ground water data FEDFESPththE of that site, and neither WB+@6
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(southeast). Because these two sites are located over the most bt:zyeﬁ
prolific ground water supply in the area (Silver Creek Alluviumd), an ¢ ovg
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In terms of waste classification, the landfill which has waste

digposed in it by the trench and fill method can be classified as a
Class SW20, or industrial process water and waste disposal well, since

it is wider (in one dimension) than it is long, and disposes of waste {
water treatment sludge. '
For the Facility 85350 Spill Site, private well number 17 (fig. 3-11)

is so0 close to this site that it should be sampled initially for

all petroleum hydrocarbons appearing on the Hazardous Substances

List. Any recommendations regarding use of alternative drinking

water supplies by nearby residents will be based upon the

analytical lab results of these samples. We wouwld be wﬂ((”’:j "LD
reviewd £lha o _

For the Facility 1965 Spill Site; if, as the study assumes, ground

water flow in the swficial deposits is to the southeast, at least .
one well should be installed along that orientation from this Eit%¢+b f’WMM/
Figure 3-% bhas noes, located there.

3 Aece):ﬂo"é‘mwd"y M,W,Agv,ff q_,e,/(x ca/ -}AM @L)(M G;:J(‘ 'tlk:“
Thank you for the opportunity to review th@&document, If vou have s
any questions concerning owr comments, please contact Claude
Brogunier of my staff at (312) 353-4704 or myself at 88B6-7300. CVJ

¥ YOLAA, @4/
Sincerely vours, Sz &A‘émﬂf%

William D. Franz., Chief
Environmental Review Branch
Flanning and Management Division

Seads ,Suka
cc: Christiana Sandera, gwﬁf



